Gerfaut, Ibis, Journal of Avian Biology, and Journal of Field Ornithology. The results always will be that the first one and the last two are placed in one category, and the blizzard of bird-named journals in another, lower category. When that same non-ornithologist is called upon to evaluate the publication records of ornithologists, those with important papers in birdnamed journals likely will suffer lower rankings. If lucky, an ornithologist under review will receive support from an internationally distinguished ornithological colleague who will take explicit pains to argue that publication in The Auk is a meritorious professional accomplishment. Such arguments, however, may not counteract the damage of a single referee's sneering at the names of the journals in which a bird biologist has chosen to publish. One cannot overstate the importance of the serendipitous collection of peer reviews that determines whether ornithologists get and then keep their first academic jobs, receive tenure, are promoted, are evaluated fairly, and, most important, achieve and maintain the respect of colleagues in other biological disciplines.
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We do not intend to impugn the thoughtfulness of non-ornithological colleagues--only to explore the complexity of the modern scientific publishing world. We ornithologists are so accustomed to associating the name "Auk" with our most prestigious journal that it may be difficult to appreciate the per- The Auk is a frequently cited, prestigious journal that publishes critically reviewed research (rather than a journal about alcids). But how long would they remember this fact in today's "sound-bite" era?
Tradition counts for quite a bit in ornithology, and ciplinary societies and journals that will be considered most positively by their peers. For The Auk to be true to its history--to continue its tradition as an outstanding international journal, and to further the cause of contemporary ornithology--it is time to rethink how we package it. In a perfect world, such admittedly cosmetic, superficial changes would be unnecessary, but the accelerating challenges from other disciplines to ornithology, and to organismal biology in general, should compel us to consider bending our traditions in the face of the competitive world of contemporary science.
Nothing is more important to the American Ornithologists' Union than its distinguished journal. increased substantially after the name change to Journal of Avian Biology (Fig. 2) ; such internationalization expands the pool of authors and the readership. Although neither analysis provides irrefutable evidence that the name change has increased the prestige of the journal, the results are strongly suggestive.
It is time for AOU members to contemplate carefully our traditions and our future. Our point is not to argue that the name selected for a journal necessarily results in a higher-quality journal. "Quality" is influenced by a number of factors, including the general quality of the research submitted, the thoroughness of the review process, and the competence of the editorial staff. Yet, we argue that the perception of "quality," especially among those outside of our discipline, is influenced by the name a journal carries. Such perception, in fact, may provide a positive feedback loop that ultimately raises the actual quality of the journal as the relative and absolute numbers of high-quality manuscripts submitted increase. This would be healthy for the discipline of ornithology, for the AOU, and for the stature of ornithologists among their colleagues, especially those at the beginning of their careers. We strongly urge members of the AOU to discuss and consider this important issue.
